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Kl Responsive to communication(s) filed on Dec 27, 1999 ' . 

(XI This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 



A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 



month(s), or thirty days, whichever 



is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claims 
Kl Claim(s) 7-27 



is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above, ciaim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



Kl Claim(s) 1-27 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claims 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is Qpproved 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 



disapproved. 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 

Attachment(s) 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The applicant's arguments have been entered and considered. The claims have not 
modified. For example, claim 1 currently reads as follows: 
1 . A method comprising the steps of: 

converting a read only file into an executable file; 

memory mapping the converted file into memory. 
The rejection of the previous office action is deemed appropriate in view of the broad and 
unmodified statement of the claims. Claims 1-27 are presented for examination. 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(c) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by the prior art U.S. 
Patent 5,301,302 to Blackard et al. 

The applicant argues that the memory mapping and file conversion shown by the Blackard 
reference are two separate teachings and are unrelated. The examiner submits however that these 
teachings are sufficient to show the anticipation of the prior art of the applicant's claim of these 
two teachings. The applicant in addition appears to be arguing features of the invention which 
are not specifically detailed in the broad language of the claim as recited above. 
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The applicant's invention of simulating executable code and then memory mapping data 
into virtual memory is taught by the prior art reference as follows: 

In claim 1, the prior art reference teaches the method of the claimed invention. The step 
of converting a read only file into an executable file is taught by the reference as the simulator 
copies data and instructions from Read Only Storage (ROS) into the operating system's shared 
memory segment. (See Col. 8 line 21 et seq.) The further step of memory mapping the converted 
file into memory is taught by the reference as the memory mapping whereby addresses of a one 
segment of memory are mapped into a second segment of memory. (See Col. 16 line 21 et seq.) 

Claims 7 and 13 are rejected in the analysis above and are rejected on that basis. 

In claim 2, the virtual memory is taught by the reference on Col. 16 line 42 et seq. 

In claim 3, the operating system loader is shown by the reference on Col. 16 line 21 et seq. 

In claim 4, the shared memory is taught by the reference as the shared memory segements 
taught on Col 16 line 21. 

In claim 5, the read only file being a data base file is inherent in the teaching of the 
reference in that the data in the read only file may be formated as a database. 

In claim 6, the wrapping of the read only file with executable code is inherent in the 
reference teaching of instruction address translation (See Col 13 line 22 et seq.) 

Claims 8-12 and 14-18 are rejected in the analysis above and are rejected on that basis. 

Claims 19 and 20 recite an image file and an audio file but the type of data and type of file 
is inherent in the teaching of the reference and the data could be either image or audio. 
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New claims 21-23 recite the wrapping feature of wrapping read only code with code 
headers in order to cause the operating system to view the file as an executable file. This feature 
is inherent in the translation or conversion of the read only file for the simulator of the cited prior 
art patent. 

New claims 24-27 are rejected in the analysis above and are rejected on that basis. 

The applicant's remarks have been considered and it is noted that the applicant argues that 
the prior art does not disclose the conversion of a read only file into an executable file. However, 
the prior art does teach the translation and execution of a read only file, and the examiner submits 
that this translation is inherently the same conversion that the applicant has broadly claimed in his 
claims. 

Newly cited prior art references U.S. Patent 5802554 also show that read only files may 
be by design choice executable (See Col 2 line 49) and US Patent 5440710 also shows the same 
feature (See Col. 4 line 4) 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 



• 
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Art Unit: 2771 



CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 



however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to John G. Mills whose telephone number is (703) 308-9822. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from to 9:30 to 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black , can be reached on (703)-305-9707. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703-305-973 1) . 
John G. Mills 




